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Supreme Court Will 
Decide on Sunday Laws 


The United States Supreme Court 
has announced that in the near fu- 
ture it will review one of the most 
heated arguments in the field of 
church-state separation, the consti- 
tutionality of American Sunday laws. 
The Court has accepted for argu- 
ment, probably in October or No- 
vember, three cases involving a 
kosher supermarket in Massachusetts, 
a general merchandising store in 
Maryland, and a somewhat similar 
type of store in Pennsylvania. The 
plaintiffs in each case have been 
backed by Jewish and Seventh-day 
Adventist organizations and lawyers. 

The Massachusetts case, which 
has attracted the most national at- 
tention, is that of Gallagher vs. 
Crown Kosher Supermarket, a case 
in which Jewish and Seventh-day Ad- 
ventist forces were lined up against 
the Massachusetts Sunday law, which 
was defended by the predominantly 
Protestant Lerd’s Day League of 
New England and the Archdiocesan 
Council of Catholic Men. Individual 
rabbis entered the suit in behalf of 
their professional claims. 

A federal, three-man district court 
voted 2 to 1, a Catholic justice dis- 
senting, to declare the Massachusetts 
Sunday law unconst:tutional on the 
ground that it denied equal rights to 
“those Christian sects and to Ortho- 
dox and Conservative Jews who ob- 
serve Saturday as the sabbath, and 
to the prejudice of the latter groups.” 
Justice McCarthy, in dissenting, ar- 
gued that religious freedom is not in- 
fringed by the Massachusetts Sunday 
law. 

At the present time Sunday observ- 
ance laws in most states have phrase- 
ology which is distinctly religious in 
significance. Washington observers 
believe that statutes based on the wel- 
fare principle will be sustained by the 
present Court but that statutes based 
almost entirely upon religious belief 
may be declared unconstitutional. 


Vatican Pronouncements Embarrass Kennedy; 
He Continues to Assert Independence 


The relationship between Senator 
John F. Kennedy and the policies of 
his church has become a political is- 
sue of major importance as Kennedy’s 
candidacy for the Presidency gains 
momentum. Many Protestant and 
Jewish groups have passed resolu- 
tions on the subject, and the Vati- 
can itself has entered the picture with 
statements which have embarrassed 
the Massachusetts senator by as- 
serting an authority over Catholic 
citizens everywhere. 

American Catholic bishops have 
seemed eager to assure the voters 
that their church is not concerned 
with politics and will not seek to con- 


mention of Senator Kennedy’s can- 
didacy, but Vatican authorities did 
not exclude Kennedy from the direc- 
tives and they emphasized that they 
applied to all Catholics everywhere. 

The Vatican article warned against 
attempts to “detach Catholics from 
the ecclesiastical hierarchy, restrict- 
ing relations between the two to the 
mere sphere of sacred ministry and 
proclaiming the believer’s full auton- 
omy in the civil sphere.”” Many ob- 
servers regarded this as a formal re- 
buke for Senator Kennedy’s “credo 
of independence” from his church. 
The senator replied to his church’s 

(Continued on page 8) 





trol Kennedy if he 
should be nomi- 
nated and elected, 
but Pope John 
XXIII has _ been 
clear in asserting 
his traditional au- 
thority. He has 
gone out of his 
way again and 
again to insist that 
the Roman Cath- 
olic Church does 
actually seek to 
guide and direct 
its members in po- 
litical matters. 


A Resonant 
Voice 

Most recent 
Vatican pro- 
nouncement came 
via a special arti- 
cle in Osservatore 
Romano, the Vat- 
ican’s own news- 
paper. The state- 
ment was declared 
to be “authorita- 
tive’ —binding on 
all the faithful. 
Published May 17, 
the pronouncement 
made no _ specific 





of the nuns. 


“Interested in Elections.” 






Washington Post photo 


Two sisters from the Sacred Heart Home, Hyattsville, Md., regis- 
tering before voting in May primaries. According to the “Washington 
Post,” Democratic Party workers transported two car-loads of nuns 
to the polls. “We're always very interested in elections,” said one 











¢ Editorials ¢ 


Ourselves 
And the Law 


We are proud that POAU has now 
become one of the important agencies 
in our country in supplying legal help 
to those who wish to defend the Con- 
stitution. The whole floor of our re- 
cently acquired annex is now devoted 
to our Legal Department, and its 
physical expansion is symbolic of its 
growing importance on the national 
scene. 

Almost every day several legal in- 
quiries or requests for help come to 
POAU from citizens who want to 
preserve the separation of church and 
state. Whenever it is practical our 
lawyers supply the requisite infor- 
mation about church-state law. When 
litigation seems to be the only an- 
swer, POAU’s executive committee 
frequently approves direct help to 
those courageous citizens who wish to 
challenge violations of the Constitu- 
tion. Today, our attorneys are help- 
ing directly or indirectly in at least 
fifteen legal situations which involve 
litigation or the possibility of litiga- 
tion, and for every suit that is entered 
in court there are at least three situ- 
ations in which legal advice and legal 
pressure play a role in preserving the 
separation of church and state in local 
communities. 


The Real Issue 


The other day we received a letter 
from one of our members question- 
ing such activity on the ground that 
“brother should not be pitted against 
brother at law, but all disputes be- 
tween Christians should be settled 
privately.” Yes, we think that private 
and personal disputes between Chris- 
tians should be settled without re- 
course to the law wherever possible. 
But POAU never engages in that 
type of dispute. We never represent 
the interests of an individual as 
against another individual. Essen- 
tial, we are defenders of the Con- 
stitution against those who would 
destroy or weaken it. And the Con- 
stitution itself has given us the cho- 
sen instrument for its own defense, 
our impartial judicial system. Who 
has a better right to use it for such a 
high purpose? The system itself guar- 
antees a hearing for every point of 
view. In the courts, the plain citizen 
is assured that he can secure equal 
justice under law. But that guarantee 
does not mean much to the plain cit- 
izen unless he has both advice and 
funds. Too often without advice and 


2 


funds, he is helpless before the com- 
plexities of our intricate legal system 
and the terrific social pressures of 
clerical power. 

In the law courts of our country, 
POAU speaks for this citizen because 
he represents a principle. For us, the 
suit at law is only the final weapon 
reserved for the grave emergency. It 
should be used only in the necessary 
defense of the American way of life. 
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Let the Pope Speak 


There appears to be some doubt as 
to where the Roman Catholic Church 
stands on the matter of freedom for 
other churches. Apologists for this 
church (both among Roman Cath- 
olics and Protestants) call attention 
to a new “liberal” view. They tell us 
that the Roman Church has really 
abandoned its historic position and 
has now become the champion of free- 
dom for all faiths. 

These apologists consider it bad 
taste for anyone to quote the copious 
utterances of the Popes and the var- 
ious Canon Laws which take a firm 
stand against freedom. To quote such 
authorities is regarded as particu- 
larly bad taste in this election year! 

Well, we can read. We have read 
the Popes on this subject—practically 
all of them right up to and including 
John XXIII. They all assert Rome’s 
classic thesis that “error” (the doc- 
trines of others) cannot have the 
same rights as “truth” (Roman Cath- 
olic doctrines). 

Now we are told to disregard all 
these “infallible” statements. We are 
told that Spain and Colombia don’t 
mean a thing. We are told that all 
this is passé—we live in a new day. 
Catholics believe in separation of 
church and state the same as anybody 
else. 


How to Resolve Doubt 


We are baffled. We can’t see why 
there should be doubt as to just 
where the Roman Church stands. If 
the Pope now believes in freedom for 
other religions than his own, why 
doesn’t he just say so? That would 
settle the thing. 

This idea may appear naive, but 
the more we think about it the bet- 
ter we like it. Why not? All doubt 
about voting for a Catholic candi- 
date for President and all apprehen- 
sions about Catholic ambitions could 
be resolved with one comprehensive 
utterance. Pope John XXIII is the 
one to do it, the only one who can 
do it. 


So let Pope John XXIII proclaim: 

(1) That Canon 1374 is not bind- 
ing in the U. S. and that Catholic 
parents are free to send their children 
to public schools without spiritual 
penalties ; 

(2) That the church in the U. S. 
(out of respect for the Constitution 
and the Supreme Court) will drop 
its campaign to secure public funds 
for the support of its institutions and 
rely, instead, on voluntary gifts; 

(3) That Canon 1258 is not bind- 
ing on American Catholics—they are 
free to attend inter-faith functions or 
to visit services of other faiths; 

(4) That Catholics may be validly 
married before any clergyman or ac- 
credited civil official without discrimi- 
natory pledges against Protestants 
and Jews. 

(5) That all men should have, as 
a matter of right, full freedom to wor- 
ship according to their own con- 
science, to propagate their beliefs and 
make converts to them and to change 
their faith as they choose, even in 
Spain; 

(6) That the Catholic Church will 
not attempt to impose its own stand- 
ards regarding birth control and med- 
ical practice on citizens of other 
faiths; 

(7) That Catholic public officials 
are free to carry out their duties ac- 
cording to their oath of office and in 
the light of their individual con- 
science under God, without interfer- 
ence from their church. 


+ 
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NEWS Jrom Jar and Near | 


@ POAU has been informed from Colombia that no damages have been 
received from members of the Roman Catholic mob which destroyed a par- 
tially-completed Protestant chapel in La Plata, Department of Huila. The 
Colombian hierarchy had recommended that the Catholics involved pay for 
the damage they had caused when a local priest incited them to attack the 
Protestant installation. This was an unprecedented recommendation, but no 
remuneration has resulted. 

@ Governor Luis Munoz Marin of Puerto Rico has been criticized 
by the island’s chief Roman Catholic Bishop, James P. Davis of San 
Juan, for opposing released time education programs in Puerto 
Rico’s public schools. Born a Catholic, the Governor has always been 
considered anti-clerical. 

@ Mahomed Ali C. Chagla, India’s Ambassador to the U. S., says that 
if the U. S. was interested in seeing India as a prosperous country, it should 
not stop at factories or irrigation projects, but “its interests should extend 
to seeing that the problem of population is effectively tackled.”” He pointed 
out that India had an officially announced policy in favor of birth control. 

@ The Archbishop of Delhi, Joseph A. Fernandes of the Roman 
Catholic Church has stated that instead of a population explosion 
India may soon face a shortage of manpower. He claims that India’s 
birth control program would fail “because the people in the villages 
do not like it.” 

@ A Protestant evangelist was sentenced in Neapolis, Crete, for the crime 
of converting people. Michael Markogamvrakis who heads the Greek Free 
Evangelical Church received five months in jail and a fine of 3,000 drachmas 
($50) for distributing pamphlets to Orthodox people and preaching the gospel. 

@ The Colombian Minister of Foreign Affairs has ruled that the 
Mennonite Brethren may not operate a school for Colombian Prot- 
estant children in Istmina, Department of Choco. The town is in 
Mission Territory. The decision keeps intact the ban on Protestant 
schools in Mission Territory as provided in the concordat with the 
Vatican. The illiteracy rate in Choco Department is 72%. 

@ Secretary of State Herter has announced that the U. S. will make the 
“strongest possible protest” to Red China for giving a 20-year prison sentence 
to an American prelate, Roman Catholic Bishop James E. Walsh. The State 
Department is said to have received a heavy mail inquiring why it made 
public representations to the government of Red China over this incident yet 
refused to take similar action in regard to oppressed Protestants in Spain. 

@ In the recent House debate on education only one non-Catholic 
ventured to discuss a fundamental constitutional issue and to point 
out that the Supreme Court had forbidden the payment of public 
funds to sectarian schools. This congressman, whose approach was 
cautious but scholarly, was Charles H. Brown of Springfield, Mis- 
souri, a Democrat and a Presbyterian. 

@ Protestants, Moslems and Roman Catholics in Burma have expressed 
their apprehension at the recent proposal of Prime Minister U Nu to make 
Buddhism the established religion of the country. All felt that such a step 
would lead to limitations on the practice of other faiths and would have the 
effect of dividing the nation. 

@ The congregation of the Veroli (Italy) Baptist Church were 
jubilant over the decision of that country’s highest administrative 
authority which ended a three-year litigation over a permit to erect 
a church building. The Council of State held that the town’s officials 
had not been justified in denying the permit. The former mayor, 
Diovanni Baldassarre had ordered demolition of the church, resigned 
when police refused to carry out his order. 

@ Vice-President Nixon has been receiving much criticism because he 
declared in an address before newspaper editors: ‘“There is only one way that 
I can visualize religion being a legitimate issue in an American political cam- 
paign. That would be if one of the candidates for the presidency had no 
religious belief.” Critics have declared that this would establish an “‘irreligious 
test”’ for the presidency which is just as unconstitutional as a sectarian test. 

@ According to the official Catholic Directory for 1960, the Ro- 
man Catholic Church now claims 40,871,302 members in the United 
States, or about 23 per cent of the population of the country. 
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Methodist Body Commends POAU 


Official commendation of the 10- 
million-member Methodist Church 
has been given to POAU by that de- 
nomination’s highest governing body, 
the General Conference. The com- 
mendation was voted May 10 at the 
1960 session of that body meeting in 
the city auditorium, Denver, Colo. 
The General Conference endorsed a 
report of its Coordinating Council 
following a four-year study of POAU. 
The report was presented by Dr. 
Walter Gum of Norfolk, Va., chair- 
man of the study committee and was 
supported by Dr. Edwin R. Gar- 
rison, secretary of the Coordinating 
Council. The original resolution au- 
thorizing the study was made at 
Minneapolis in 1956 by Dr. W. Ken- 
neth Haddock. 

“As a result of our study of 
POAU,” the report said, “we con- 
clude that the work which is done 
by this agency is of crucial impor- 
tance to the free church in the U. S. 
To our knowledge there is no other 
agency in the U. S. set up for this 
special purpose, and it is our opinion 
that a church agency as such could 
not properly handle this field. 

“There must be vigorous opposi- 
tion to the diversion of public funds 
(to sectarian purposes). At the same 
time, fanaticism and appeals to big- 
otry must be avoided. Substantial 
financial support of POAU by Meth- 
odist laymen and churches will give 
us an effective voice in helping to 
maintain the delicate balance which 
is needed.” 

The Coordinating Council gave its 
particular commendation to POAU 
for “(its) effort to preserve the prin- 
ciple of separation of Church and 
State as presently expressed in the 
First Amendment to the Federal 
Constitution and in the constitutions 
and laws of most of the states.” 


Annual Conferences to Act 


One of three major recommenda- 
tions provided that “each Annual 
Conference under the guidance of the 
committee on Church and State rela- 
tions in the Board of Christian So- 
cial Concerns study the Church-State 
situation in its own territory. To the 
extent that the Annual Conference 
finds the services of POAU relevant 
to its situation, we recommend that 
the Annual Conference call upon its 
people to give moral and financial 
support to POAU and/or its local 
affiliates.” 

The report was signed by Bishop 
Charles W. Brashares, chairman, and 
Dr. Edwin R. Garrison, secretary of 
the Coordinating Council. 








Catholic Drive for 
Federal Aid Fails 


The long-heralded Catholic drive 
for federal aid for parochial schools 
collapsed in the House of Represent- 
atives on May 26 when amendments 
to the school construction law offered 
by two Catholic congressmen, Repre- 
sentative Clement J. Zablocki of Wis- 
consin, and Representative Roman 
C. Pucinski, of Illinois, were ruled 
“not germane,” and thus defeated. 

Politicians on Capitol Hill, both 
Republican and Democratic, breathed 
a sigh of relief when they were “taken 
off the hook” by this parliamentary 
maneuver. They were relieved from 
the necessity of a record vote on this 
most sensitive and troublesome of all 
issues in the Eighty-Sixth Congress. 

Executive Director Glenn Archer 
of POAU, took a leading part in 
fighting the Zablocki and Pucinski 
proposals with a charge that they 
were unconstitutional, which was 
published in newspapers throughout 
the country. “The Zablocki Amend- 
ment,” Mr. Archer said, “would un- 
dermine an important foundation 
stone in the wall of separation be- 
tween church and state. It is called 
a loan proposal for private schools, 
but in operation it will be an appro- 
priation bill in part, and it would set 
a particularly dangerous precedent as 
its chief beneficiary would be a 
church.” 


Possible Court Action 

Mr. Archer declared that, if neces- 
sary, POAU would go to the courts 
and challenge as unconstitutional any 
sectarian rider to educational bills 
similar to the Zablocki and Pucinski 
Amendments. It is believed that this 
threat of a legal challenge played an 
important role in changing the view 
of many congressmen concerning 
“loans” to parochial schools. 


In the drive against the proposed 
appropriations, opponents had the 
support of many national organiza- 
tions besides POAU, including the 
Baptist Joint Committee on Public 
Affairs, the American Jewish Congress 
and the American Unitarian Associ- 
ation. “This was a technical victory,” 
said Mr. Archer, “but a very impor- 
tant one. It demonstrated how de- 
fenders of the Constitution can unite 
in a crisis. Let us hope that it will be 
a long time before a Catholic drive 
for public money for parochial schools 
again approaches the threshold of 
success.” 
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Clear Political Air— 
Drop Sectarian Demands 


One of America’s most important 
newspapers, the St. Louis Post Dis- 
patch, has suggested that one of the 
best ways to subdue prejudice and 
unreason in the presidential campaign 
would be for the Roman Catholic 
Church to drop its demands for pub- 
lic money for parochial schools. The 
Post-Dispatch, although critical of 
some local POAU policies in the 
past, hails the discussion of so-called 
religious issues in the presidential 
campaign as “a wholesome develop- 
ment.” The editorial continues: 


Members of the Roman Catholic Church, 
we believe, can make an important con- 
tribution to this effort [the maintenance 
of church-state separation and the abo- 
lition of a religious test for public office] 
by abandoning attempts to obtain public 
tax support for church schools. So long 
as Catholics push for such tax support, 
and oppose federal aid to education un- 
less it includes aid for private and paro- 
chial schools, the bigots will be encour- 
aged to fan the flames of prejudice. .. . 

Public schools are a fundamental of 
democracy. To preserve their public char- 
acter they must be divorced from religious 
control or orientation, and supported by 
the whole public irrespective of faith. 
If certain parts of the public choose to 
support their own private schools also, 
that is their privilege. But they cannot 
fairly ask that the whole public pay any 
part of the bill for an educational sys- 
tem which is devoted, not to the broad, 
general purposes of democracy, but to 
the special religious purposes of a par- 
ticular denomination. .. . 

But there is a real church-state issue 
in proposals to finance church schools out 
of public funds. The only way to keep 
the separation of church and state intact 
is to reserve public funds for public 
schools. And unless we preserve the sep- 
aration of church and state, it will be 
impossible to preserve the :win-principle 
of no religious test for’ public office.’ 


+ 





Southern Baptists 
Speak 


We commend Protestants and 
Other Americans United under 
the direction of Glenn L. Archer 
for their great and valuable 
service to the nation and to the 
world, which supplements by 
legal action our own Committee 
on Public Affairs. 


—Resolution of Southe-n Baptist Con- 
vention annual m-eting, Miami Beach, 
Fia., May 20, 1960. 











A Partial Victory in Louisiana 


Citizens of Ponchatoula and Ham- 
mond, Louisiana, won a partial vic- 
tory in the courts of their state in 
May when a lease of a public hos- 
pital in New Iberia Parish to a sub- 
sidiary of the Order of St. Benedict 
was cancelled. Leading defenders of 
the separation of church and state in 
Louisiana had brought suit in 1957 
to prevent the Board of Commission- 
ers of Hospital Service District No. 1 
from turning over a new hospital for 
$1.00 to the Benedictine Order of 
Nuns. The charge was made by the 
plaintiffs that the leasing of such a 
hospital to a sectarian group which 
would impose a sectarian medical code 
would be in violation of the First 
Amendment of the Constitution and 
church-state separation principle. 

Unfortunately, Catholic authori- 
ties united with the local public of- 
ficials in devising a new plan to de- 
feat the suit by employing Sister 
Mildred of the Order of St. Benedict 
as Director of the new hospital. The 
Board of Commissioners of the Hos- 
pital District has declared that the 
separation of church and state will be 
preserved in the hospital, and that 
medical practices will not be dictated 
by sectarian directives. In view of 
this claim Judge S. O. Landry has 
ruled that the suit against the Hos- 
pital Service District and the Order 
of St. Benedict is now moot, since the 
proposed lease has been cancelled, 
and the hospital will continue under 
public ownership. 


Vigilance Needed 

POAU leaders are accepting the 
victory in Louisiana with reservations 
because the employment contract 
with Sister Mildred of the Catholic 
hospital order may still impose cler- 
ical directives upon the hospital in- 
directly. It is likely that a new suit 
will be filed at a later date unless the 
administrative rules adopted under 
the direction of Sister Mildred are 
clearly non-discriminatory concern- 
ing such non-Catholic practices as 
birth control and therapeutic abor- 
tion when required to save the life 
of a mother. 

Richard C. Cadwallader of Baton 
Rouge, chief attorney for the plain- 
tiffs, has received POAU’s warm con- 
gratulations for his part in the battle, 
but both Mr. Cadwallader and local 
POAU leaders are viewing the legal 
victory with reservations, since Cath- 
olic nursing orders are bound under 
the rules of the Catholic Hospital 
Association to impose sectarian stand- 
ards of medical practice upon any 
hospital which they direct. 


CHURCH AND STATE 





Ask Protestant Candidates Too! 


Although POAU has never thought 
it necessary to draw up a special list 
of questions for Protestant candi- 
dates, similar to the list for Catholic 
candidates, because Protestants do 
not have such restrictive policies as 
those of the Roman Catholic Church, 
the organization has always advo- 
cated rigorous questioning of every 
Protestant candidate concerning his 
attitude on the separation of church 
and state. 

Several sample questions have 
been suggested by POAU staff mem- 
bers. Here are five. 

1. Do you believe in the payment of 

public money to parochial schools? For 

bus transportation? For textbooks? For 
the central operation of such schools? 

What is your attitude toward alleged 

loans which are in part actual grants? 

2. Do you believe in the appointment 

of an American ambassador to the Vati- 

ican? If elected president, would you 
refuse to appoint such an ambassador? 

3. Do you believe that the United States 

should help any foreign country which 

asks for it with monetary aid for a birth 
control program, regardless of Catholic 
objections ? 

4. What is your attitude toward the 

political-ecclesiastical dictatorships, with 

their resultant suppression of Protestant 
rights, in such countries as Spain and 

Colombia? If elected president, would 

you take vigorous action to restore Prot- 

estant rights in these countries ? 

5. Is your voting record consistent with 

belief in the strict separation of church 

and state? 





STILL SOME ON HAND 


“A Protestant View of a Catholic 
for President” 
(Reprinted for POAU by LOOK magazine) 


Sold in lots of 100 or more 
$5 per 100 $45 for 1,000 


Postpaid. Rush order today. 


1633 Mass. Ave., N.W. 
POAU “"Wesh. 6, D.C. 














Ah! “Maturity!” 


Government support of pri- 
vate and parochial school edu- 
cation in the United States will 
be forthcoming “when the Amer- 
ican people have reached that 
measure of cultural maturity and 
depth of social wisdom that will 
endorse government support of 
private as well as public educa- 
tion.” 


—Mons. John J. Dougherty, President 
of Seton Hall University (Quoted 
4 oe Sunday Globe,” May 1, 

60) 











N.Y. Requires Parochial Buses; 
School Construction to Be Next 


Climaxing a campaign by Catholic 
lobbyists in New York which covered 
nearly two decades, the legislature 
has passed and Governor Rockefeller 
has signed into law legislation which 
makes parochial school bus transpor- 
tation at public expense mandatory 
throughout the state. The new law is 
the climax of a long series of legis- 
lative concessions to Catholic power. 
Following a decision of New York’s 
highest court that public funds could 
not be used for this purpose, a refer- 
endum was adopted to amend the 
state constitution. 

According to the arrangement 
which then commenced, local school 
districts were permitted to grant or 
refuse to provide parochial school 
transportation as they chose. Such 
transportation was practically always 
provided where requested, for, under 
a provision in the law, a refusal by 
the district could be appealed to the 
state commissioner. Commissioner 
James E. Allen has regularly over- 


ruled districts which refused to pro- 
vide the sectarian service. 

The bill just passed into law settles 
the controversy by forcing all dis- 
tricts to provide free transportation 
to parochial schools. The bill also in- 
creases from eight to ten miles the dis- 
tance between home and school over 
which free transportation must be 
provided for parochial school pupils. 
Public school people have charged 
that the legislation is discriminatory 
since transportation of parochial 
school pupils across district lines is 
possible whereas such a service is de- 
nied to public school pupils. 


Bill Clumsily Drawn 

The bill was so clumsily drawn that 
major amendments will be required 
before it can go into effect. Governor 
Rockefeller stated that he signed the 
bill with the understanding that it 
would be promptly amended to ex- 
clude cities before it goes into effect 
Sept. 1, 1961. Stanley S. Wynstra, 
superintendent of public schools in 
Yonkers, N. Y., a city of 180,000 
population, estimates that the law 
would cost his city’s taxpayers alone 
fully $500,000, if not amended. 

The next step in the Catholic legis- 
lative program has already been in- 
dicated. The campaign was keynoted 
by Commissioner Allen in an inter- 
view with Frank J. Doherty printed 
in the Syracuse Herald-Journal, May 
14. Doherty writes that Allen feels 
the problem of providing state assist- 
ance to parochial schools is a matter 
of grave concern to his office. Pro- 
posed amendments to the State Con- 
stitution will overcome the obstacles 
and pave the way for state aid to 
these institutions. 

Allen pointed out that pending 
legislation would provide funds for 
construction of classrooms, dormi- 
tories and laboratories at private col- 
leges. 
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Annual Baccalaureate Dispute: 
Catholics Forbidden to Aitend 


Growing opposition of Roman 
Catholic priests to baccalaureate 
services for public high school gradu- 
ating classes was noted again in 1960. 
In Jennings, La., for example, pro- 
testing priests were Fr. Chiles 
Marin, pastor of Our Lady Help of 
Christians Church and Fr. John F. 
Windt, pastor of the Immaculate 
Conception church. The two priests 
gave Catholic members of the gradu- 
ating class of Jennings high school 
orders not to join with their school- 
mates in the school’s baccalaureate 
services. 

The priests explained their action 
to students and parents by pointing 
out that baccalaureate services are 
“distinctly religious” and that Cath- 
olics are under no condition allowed 
to participate in non-Catholic reli- 
gious worship. One caustic critic ob- 
served that the priests might be trying 
to make good their charges that the 
public schools were secularistic and 
godless institutions. The immediate 
action of the priests seemed, however, 
to have been based on Canon Law 
1258 which forbids any Catholic to 
attend any inter-faith service or any 
service of another religious denomi- 
nation than his own. (It was under 
Canon 1258 that Senator John F. 
Kennedy was refused permission by 
Cardinal Daugherty to attend an 
inter-faith banquet in Philadelphia. 
See Review March, 1960). 


Connecticut Controversy 


In Branford, Conn. St. Mary’s 
R. C. Church followed a procedure 
frequently sponsored by the Knights 
of Columbus in other situations. (See 
Review June, 1958) Under direction 
of the local priest Catholic graduates 
were “pulled out” of the service spon- 
sored by the school board in order to 
attend a separate baccalaureate of 
their own. 

There was objection to the Catholic 
request on the ground that to provide 
the caps and gowns for a divisive 
service would detract from the 
school’s own baccalaureate. Members 
of the Board rebuked Cosgrove for 
his threatening tone and stated that 
they would not let him put them in 
the position of endorsing or opposing 
the Catholic Church. Said member 
Fred Roganson: “No one is aiming 
this at the Catholic Church. It is a 
principle of separation of church and 
state.”’ 

(POAU has taken the position that 
attendance at baccalaureate services 
cannot legally be made compulsory). 
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Face “Catholic Problem’ 


Meeting in the remoteness of the 
Pocono Mountains of Pennsylvania, 
100 specially invited guests heard 14 
leading U. S. evangelicals carry on 
a frank discussion of Roman Cathol- 
icism. Among the leaders were two 
members of POAU’s Board of Trus- 
tees, Dr. John A. Mackay and Dr. 
Clyde W. Taylor. 

The event was sponsored by Chris- 
tian Heritage magazine, Sea Cliff, 
em mA 

For three days the panel leaders 
spoke and questioned one another on 
the theological aspects of Roman 
Catholicism, with the goal of seeking 
“that unity in truth which is de- 
manded by the Word of God.” Klieg 
lights illuminated the panel rostrum, 
in order to make sound motion pic- 
tures of the proceedings. 

Of interest to advocates of church- 
state separation were the findings of 
the panel indicating that Roman 
Catholics have moved into our na- 
tional government until they now 
occupy key positions in every depart- 
ment and dominate many agencies of 
promotion. It was charged that this 
domination applies also to the promo- 
tion of chaplains in the armed forces. 

It was emphasized that Protestants 
need to enter more vigorously into 
public affairs, but that the classic 
weapons of Protestants are spiritual. 

+ 
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Ban School Proselyting 


Students in Oskawamick Central 
School District, Philmont, N. Y. are 
officially forbidden to promote their 
religious faith on school property. 
Action to this effect by the board of 
education followed the conversion of 
a high school girl of Roman Catholic 
faith to the Jehovah’s Witnesses. The 
girl was said to have been influenced 
by a school friend. 
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Maine Political Parties 
Surrender to Catholic Pressure 


Under growing political pressure 
from the Roman Catholic Church, 
both of Maine’s leading political par- 
ties, Republican and Democratic, 
have now partially surrendered to 
Catholic demands concerning public 
appropriations for parochial school 
buses. The Democratic Party had 
surrendered some time ago, and 
Maine’s Republican Party surren- 
dered in part, in May, when its state 
platform was drawn up. 

When a bill for appropriations for 
parochial school buses was defeated 
in this year’s special legislative ses- 
sion, Republican political leaders 
showed marked anxiety about the 
effect of the action on the fall elec- 
tions. The Republican Party was held 
chiefly responsible for the defeat of 
proposed grants. Catholic leaders 
threatened political reprisals, and 
many Republican legislators asked 
leaders to “take the party off the 
hook.” 

Now, both political parties are com- 
mitted to a local option plank in re- 
gard to the transportation of paro- 
chial students with public funds. The 
practical effect of this double surren- 
der to clerical pressure is to throw 
the battles of the future back into 
local communities from the state cap- 
ital. The battle, however, is not over 
and such a program will not be valid 
until a state enabling law has been 
passed. 


Protect Public Treasury 

Constitutional forces, backed by 
POAU, are still determined to contest 
every foot of the terrain to protect 
the public treasury against clerical 
raids. According to a Maine Supreme 
Court decision of May 1959 it is still 
unlawful for Maine communities to 
use public funds to provide transpor- 
tation for parochial schools. This in- 
terpretation of the law was established 
by the Taxpayers Association, which 
was formed after Catholic leaders 
threatened to dump 900 parochial pu- 
pils on to the public schools of Au- 
gusta in 1957, unless public funds 
were granted for parochial transpor- 
tation. The Maine Supreme Court 
indicated in its decision that paro- 
chial bus appropriations would be 
constitutional if a proper enabling 
act was passed in August, but such 
an act has not yet been adopted. 
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CHURCH AND STATE 





The Vermont Suit by C. Raymond 
Swart, in which the payment of pub- 
lic money to Catholic high schools for 
tuition has been declared unconsti- 
tutional, will go to the Supreme Court 
of the State in the fall. The town of 
South Burlington has appealed to 
that court. 

.. 6 6 


After a protest by eleven Prot- 
estant ministers and a legal analysis 
submitted by POAU, the Holy Ro- 
sary Parish of Alliance, Nebraska, 
recently withdrew from the Alliance 
City Council a request to take over 
and finance a Catholic cemetery. The 
eleven Protestant ministers suggested 
that if the city embarked upon the 
project of taking over the cemetery, 
it should be a city-owned, non-exclu- 
sive, and a genuine community ven- 
ture. 

ee. 


Trustees for the Baptist Memorial 
Hospital of San Antonio, Tex. have 
voted to pay the Federal government 
$19,075 for 10 acres of land sought 
for erection of an obstetrical and ger- 
iatrics center. They rescinded an ear- 
lier action whereby they would have 
received the land in exchange for an 
agreement to provide 20 years of 
charitable service. A resolution of the 
State Baptist Convention had asked 
all Baptist boards to refrain from any 
transaction involving grants of money 
or property from the government. 

* * * 


Bible instruction in the public 
schools of Scotland Neck, N. C. will 
be continued permanently. An inter- 
denominational group sponsors the 
program. The Bible course will be 
offered as an elective without aca- 
demic credit. Constitutionality of the 
plan will probably be challenged. 

* * * 

A decision by the Waupaca, Wis. 
school board to accept Gideon Bibles 
drew a protest from the local Roman 
Catholic priest. Fr. Michael S. Was- 
nieski described the giving of the Bi- 
bles as “untimely, immoral and ille- 
gal” and said he would complain to 
the attorney general. Also, said Fr. 
Wasnieski, he would ask the board 
for six classrooms during non school 
hours for the teaching of Catholic 
doctrine. 
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The U. S. Food and Drug Adm. 
has given permission for the market- 
ing of the first oral contraceptive 
“birth control pill” in history. Called 
Envoid the pellet is manufactured by 
G. D. Searle and Co. 


* * * 


Three Levittown, N. Y. teachers 
demanded a public retraction by The 
Tablet, a weekly Roman Catholic 
newspaper, of a critical article about 
the community’s school system which 
was being distributed in Catholic 
churches. The Tablet, Brooklyn di- 
ocesan publication, is noted for its 
attacks on the public schools. 

* * x 


The Federal lunch program is pro- 
viding over $5 million annually for 
lunch service to parochial and pri- 
vate schools, the Department of 
Agriculture has revealed. The pro- 
gram has frequently been cited by 
Roman Catholic publications as a 
precedent for more substantive aid 
to their institutions. 
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The city council of Los Angeles 
designated May 1, 3 to 4 p.m. as 
“Mary’s Hour.” Mary’s Hour is an 
observance of the Roman Catholic 
Church. 


* * * 


Conn. Birth Control Cases 


Will Go to Supreme Court 


The Supreme Court of the United 
States has finally decided to accept 
a legal challenge to Connecticut’s an- 
tiquated birth control statute. The 
decision, announced in May, marks 
the first instance in American legal 
history when any litigant has been 
able to reach the Supreme Court to 
raise the question whether the denial 
of birth control information consti- 
tutes the destruction of free speech 
and the denial of due process under 
the Constitution. 

A similar suit challenging Connec- 
ticut’s antiquated birth control law 
was refused admission to the Supreme 
Court in 1943. In the present suit, 
the chief plaintiff is Dr. C. Lee Bux- 
ton, of the Yale Medical School, and 
the attorney is Fowler Harper of the 
Yale Law School. Both are backed 
by the Planned Parenthood League 
of Connecticut, and by many individ- 
ual members of POAU. A compan- 
ion suit has been filed challenging the 
constitutionality of the statute by 
clergymen who insist that they have 
the right to give birth control advice 
as a “Christian responsibility.” 


+ 





Methodism’s outstanding leaders. 
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( ) “AMERICA’S FINEST HOUR” by Glenn L. Archer 


Hear Executive Director Archer’s dynamic address to POAU National Conference. 
Next best thing to having him speak in your church or club. 
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( ) “CHALLENGE OF CLERICAL POWER” by Paul Blanshard 


Author of “God & Man in Washington’ and “American Freedom & Catholic Power” 
personally describes threat facing our nation. 


( ) “Ramparts We Watch” by Glenn L. Archer 
Thrilling story of modern-day struggle for religious liberty. 


( ) “SEPARATION AND FREEDOM” by Bishop Gerald Kennedy 
Brilliant, logical, fact-filled talk by man described by TIME magazine as one of 
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Vatican Embarrasses 
Kennedy 


(Continued from page 1) 


further insistence on his subservience 
by reiterating his own independence. 
He declared that he “is not subject to 
change under any condition.” 

Osservatore Romano _ contended 
that Roman Catholicism is a force 
that “commits and guides the entire 
existence of man. . . . The Catholic 

. - must inspire his private and pub- 
lic conduct in every sphere .. . by 
the instruction of the hierarchy.” 
Then it reiterated: “A Catholic can 
never prescind from the teachings and 
directives of the Church. In every 
sector of his activity he must inspire 
his public and private conduct by 
the laws and instructions of the hier- 
archy.” When politics “touches the 
altar” bishops have the right to speak 
and to expect the faithful to show 
“dutiful discipline.” 


An Early Voice 

A previous Pope took a similar 
stand in regard to Al Smith’s credo 
in 1928, but the position was not 
spelled out on that occasion until 
after the election. Before Smith’s 
conqueror in the election of that year 
could be inaugurated there began a 
series of papal pronouncements which 
quite repudiated the Happy War- 
rior’s credo of independence. Among 
these were the concordat with Musso- 
lini, the encyclical Christian Educa- 
tion of Youth and the Pope’s Letter 
to Cardinal Gasparri, each of which 
contradicted Smith’s interpretation of 
his church’s position on church and 
state. The fact that Pope John XXIII 
has done the same thing to Senator 
Kennedy prior to the nominating 
convention has been cited as indica- 
tive of the greater self-assurance of 
the Roman Church today. 








To Convert the World 


“. . . the largest relief agency oper- 
ating in the world today is the Catholic 
Relief Services. This is made possible 
through your annual generosity for its 
purposes, and through assistance given 
it by the United States Government. 
This partnership has used your dona- 
tions and Government food surpluses 
to great advantages all over the 
WOME. «. 


“The annual relief given, taking into 
account this collection as well as the 
annual clothing drive and the assist- 
ance of the Government, amounts to 
well over $100,000,000, of which this 
collection (Laetare Sunday collection) 
(is) some five million dollars. . . .” 

—Bishop Stephen S. 
quoted in “The 
Weekly,” Saginaw, 
March 18, 1960. 


Woznicki, 
Catholic 
Mich., 











The manner in which the church’s 
control might be exerted upon a 
Catholic occupant of the White 
House is dramatically illustrated by 
discussions in two Catholic publica- 
tions. The discussion relates to birth 
control. The Sign has taken the po- 
sition that a Catholic President would 
be bound to veto a birth control 
measure, (April, 1959). America, the 
Jesuit mouthpiece, has suggested a 
casuistic device for saving a Catholic 
“conscience” in such a predicament. 
It suggests that the Catholic Presi- 
dent could allow the bill to become 
law without his signature. 


Protestant Reaction 


There has been sharp Protestant 
reaction to the papal assertion of its 
control over a Catholic occupant of 
the White House. Some 13,000 South- 
ern Baptists at their annual conven- 
tion in Miami Beach in May passed 
without a dissenting vote this dec- 
laration: “When a public official is 
inescapably bound by the dogma and 
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the demands of his church, he cannot 
consistently separate himself from 
these. This is especially true when 
that church maintains a position in 
open conflict with our established . . . 
American pattern of life as specifi- 
cally related to religious liberty, sep- 
aration of church and state, the free- 
dom of conscience in matters related 
to marriage and the family, the per- 
petuation of free public schools and 
the prohibition of public monies for 
sectarian purposes.” 

Eight state conventions of the Bap- 
tists had previously acted on “the 
religious issue” in even stronger lan- 
guage, some of them specifically op- 
posing election of any Catholic as 
President. 

The General Assembly of the 
Southern Presbyterian Church re- 
fused to oppose the candidacy of 
Senator Kennedy specifically. It did, 
however, pass a resolution “reaffirm- 
ing the historic American position 
with respect to the separation of 
church and state.” 

The American Lutheran magazine 
insisted that top leaders of the Ro- 
man Catholic Church should declare 
that the “traditional” position of their 
church on church-state relations does 
not apply to the U.S. Referring to 
numerous agreements which the 
Catholic Church has signed with var- 
ious governments, agreements which 
limit the liberties of other religious 
groups, the article said: “Every con- 
cordat of this kind is an out-and-out 
negation of the whole concept of 
church-state separation.” 

Christianity Today, a heavily cir- 
culated Protestant journal, in an edi- 
torial, “Bigotry or Smear” insisted 
that “opposition to the nomination 
and election of a Romanist is per- 
fectly rational. To suggest that this 
opposition is bigotry is itself a smear 
campaign. It is an effort to distract 
the public’s mind. It attempts to ob- 
scure the important difference be- 
tween the wise policy of acknowledg- 
ing religious liberty for all, even for 
Roman Catholics who do not believe 
in it, and the unwise policy of choos- 
ing a Romanist government that 
could take the first steps which would 
extinguish religious liberty.” 

Late in May, the American Jewish 
Congress, while decrying a strictly 
denominational religious test for the 
Presidency, affirmed the American 
voter’s right “to question any candi- 
date for public office on his position 
in regard to issues of importance, in- 
cluding the separation of church and 
state . . . and to examine his record 
of actions and expressions on such 
issues.” 
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